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) People are just kind of knee-jerk-

another example of the congressional

Secretary of State
George Shultz regularly and rightly
deplores: the attempt by 535 mem-
bers of Congress, playing to as many
galleries, to micromanage the exact
conduct of this or that particular piece
of foreign policy.

Not that a doctrinal theme won’t be
claimed. There has to be a “trend”;
mere incoherence is not acceptable for
great deliberative bodies. Hence the
talk of a new, pervasive, “angry”
mood—something on the order of a
bipartisan congressional consensus be-

" hind a Reagan Doctrine. The idea of

sticking it to Marx and Lenin by sup-
porting resistance movements around
the world, it is said, has taken root
even among the Democrats on Capitol
Hill

Now that may be so, if the Reagan
Doctrine is defined as looking and talk-
ing tough as distinct from acting
tough. If the Reagan record is distin-
guished from the Reagan rhetoric in,
say, Lebanon, or in countering terror-
ism when confronted by it, or even in

Voting Tough

Central America, then it may be so
that Reaganism is catching on in Con-

gress,

But a closer look at the way votes
were registered—and at what the
House was voting on—raises serious
questions about the depth of any con-
gressional conversion to anticommus
nist interventionism. This was a so-
called “authorization” bill, an open in-
vitation to striking poses and making
“statements’’ to the electorate.

The money to back up the spending
authorizations will have to be appro-
priated in separate legislation later in
the year. As often as not, the process
bogs down when you are talking
money. Then, Congress falls back on a
“‘continuing resolution” to maintain
spending at the previous year's level.

Thus last week’s “statements” buy -

time and protection. They are not nec-
essarily the measure of a lasting
mood.

What they said about the current
mood, according to Rep. Vin Weber
(R-Minn.), is that “members of Con-
gress don't want to look weak right
now.” Lingering frustration over the
hostage crisis apparently helped make
the lawmakers combative. But con-
gressional sources cite a deeper future
concern. Many Democrats were look-
ing ahead to what they think could be
their area of greatest vulnerability in
the congressional elections next year.

Soft-on-Freedom-Fighters is an
issue a lot of Democrats figure they
don't need. It is also an issue that Ron-
ald Reagan is well positioned to exploit
on behalf of Republican candidates,
Hence the turnaround last month by
House Democrats on “‘covert” aid for
the Nicaraguan counterrevolutionaries
(contras).

And hence the clear voting pattern
by the Democrats on aid for resistance
forces in Cambodia, Afghanistan—and
Angola.' You will note in each instance
a triumph of showing-the-flag over
substance.
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mDenmmwereahomkingit
impouibleforkepublicamtooppocea
foreign aid bill that the administration
thinks is too long on economic aid and
too short on weapons of war. Perhaps
the surest sign that last week’s House
action on foreign aid is something less
than a clarion call for a more activist,
interventionist campaign against com-
munism around the world is that, in
the end, the omnibus bill was passed
by an unrecorded voice vote.
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